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Coherence, nonclassicality and metrological resolution
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We demonstrate the simple and deep equivalence between quantum coherence and nonclassical-
ity and the definite way in which they determine metrological resolution. Moreover, we define a
coherence observable consistent with a classical intuition relating coherence with phase statistics.

Introduction

Coherence is the physical principle by which quantum
mechanics differs from classical mechanics and classical
optics is more than geometrical optics. Here we focus on
the quantum side, so we deal with the fact that coher-
ence is the source of nonclassicality and its applications,
quantum metrological resolution in particular [1, 2].

Definition of coherence.– Coherence is always a base-
dependent property. For definiteness let us always con-
sider a finite-dimensional space of dimension N and de-
note as |j〉, for integer j = 1, . . . , N , an orthonormal basis
that defines a given observable G. For any state repre-
sented by its density matrix ρ the coherences relative to
G are all its nondiagonal matrix elements

〈j|ρ|k〉, j 6= k. (1)

On the other hand, the diagonal terms provide the statis-
tics of G

pj = 〈j|ρ|j〉. (2)

Coherence equals nonclassicality

Definition of nonclassicality.– Nonclassicality is always
revealed by the lack of a proper joint distribution for
two or more incompatible observables. The paradig-
matic example in quantum optics is provided by the
lack of a bona fide Glauber-Sudarshan P (α) distribution,
which attempts to be a joint distribution for the two field
quadratures, meaning that P (α) cannot be a probability
distribution [3]. Quadrature squeezing and subPoisso-
nian photon statistics are nonclassical evidences because
they are incompatible with a bona fide P (α). But non-
classicality goes far this example, and we may recall the
simple and ready to use approach presented in Refs. [4–
6].
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So, besides G we must invoke another observable, say
M , not compatible with G, this is no jointly measurable.
With this in mind Let us demonstrate the quantum na-
ture of ρ with respect to G lies on the non-diagonal ma-
trix elements of ρ in the basis G.

Theorem.– ρ is nonclassical if and only if there is a basisG
such that 〈j|ρ|k〉 6= 0 for at least a pair of basis elements
j 6= k.
Proof.– To prove that coherence implies nonclassicality
we restrict ourselves to the two-dimensional subspace
spanned by the basis components |j〉 and |k〉 involved
in a non vanishing coherence term, where we can define
the Pauli-like matrices

σz = |j〉〈j| − |k〉〈k|,
σφ = eiφ|j〉〈k|+ e−iφ|k〉〈j|, (3)

σ⊥φ = i(eiφ|j〉〈k| − e−iφ|k〉〈j|),

where φ is chosen so that

〈σφ〉 = 2|〈j|ρ|k〉|, 〈σ⊥φ〉 = 0. (4)

To address nonclassicality we apply the approach in
Refs. [4–6] that begins with a joint noisy measurement of
σz, sayG, and σ⊥φ, sayM , and performs a data inversion
leading to a noise-free joint distribution for σz and σ⊥φ,
which results in the form

p(y, z) ∝ 1 + z〈σz〉+ y〈σ⊥φ〉+ yz
γyz
γyγz

〈σφ〉, (5)

where y, z = ±1 are dichotomic variables and the γ are
parameters characterizing the measurement, which are
constrained to obey the relation

γ2
y + γ2

z + γ2
yz ≤ 1. (6)

We end the implication noting that whenever |〈j|ρ|k〉| 6=
0, this is 〈σφ〉 6= 0, we can always choose the γ factors
and the y, z values so that p(y, z) < 0, for example by
considering γyz 6= 0 and small enough γyγz .
To prove the converse so that nonclassicality implies

coherence we note that the only way that p(y, z) ≥ 0 in
Eq. (5) for all y, z and all the allowed γ values is that

〈σφ〉 = 0,→ 〈j|ρ|k〉 = 0. � (7)

Comment.– Let us note that ρ is nonclassical with re-
spect to G provided that [G, ρ] 6= 0, which agrees with
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the recent result in Ref. [7]. So we may say that deep
down the very same ρ is the observable M that reveals
its nonclassicality with respect to G when [G, ρ] 6= 0.

Corollary.– Every state ρ 6= I/N , where I is the identity
matrix, is nonclassical. This is because the identity is the
only matrix that is diagonal in all the bases. Otherwise,
if for example 〈j|ρ|j〉 6= 〈k|ρ|k〉 for a pair j, k we can
always perform a basis change in the subspace spanned
by |j〉, |k〉, i. e., a rotation in the corresponding Bloch
sphere, so that a nonvanishing coherence term appears.

Comment.– The above corollary is the very same reason
by which for two field modes the degree of polarization
is an upper bound for their degree of coherence [8].

Coherence/nonclassicality as an observable

Let us proceed developing further the idea that coher-
ence/nonclassicality is a multiple-observable property by
constructing the coherence observable Φ relative to some
observable G.

Definition of the coherence observable.- To this end we
define the following unnormalized and nonorthogonal
phase states in the basis G [9–11]

|φ〉 =
N
∑

j=1

eiφj |j〉, (8)

in terms of N independent phase variables

φ = (φ1, φ2, . . . , φN ), (9)

taking all them any value in a 2π interval. Actually,
since a global phase is irrelevant, we may reduce it to
N − 1 phases, but we keep N for the sake of symmetry
and simplicity. These vectors allows us to construct a
positive operator-valued measure (POVM) representing
the multi-phase observable Φ as

∆(φ) = |φ〉〈φ|, (10)

defining a multi-phase probability distribution

P (φ) = 〈φ|ρ|φ〉 =
N
∑

j,k=1

ei(φk−φj)〈j|ρ|k〉, (11)

this is

P (φ) = 1 +

N
∑

j 6=k=1

ei(φk−φj)〈j|ρ|k〉, (12)

with a phase measure dφ

dφ =
ΠN

j=1dφj

(2π)N
,

∫

2π

dφ = 1, (13)

so that
∫

2π

dφP (φ) = 1. (14)

Properties of Φ.- Let us present some interesting prop-
erties of Φ that support the idea that it represents the
coherence observable on its most general form.

i.- As it can be clearly seen in Eq. (12) P (φ) only
depends on the coherence terms (1) and does not depend
on the diagonal terms (2).

ii.- There is a clear complementarity between Φ and G
since |〈j|φ〉| = 1.

iii.- P (φ) contains the same information that all co-
herence terms (1),

∫

dφei(φj−φk)P (φ) = 〈j|ρ|k〉, j 6= k. (15)

iv.- ∆(φ) is covariant under the phase shifts generated
by any diagonal infinitesimal generator |j〉〈j|, this is to
say

P (φj ;UρU †) = P (φj + λ; ρ), U = e−iλ|j〉〈j|, (16)

without any change in the other phase variables φk 6=j .
This will be useful when addressing the connection be-
tween coherence/nonclassicality and quantum metrology.

The property iii means that any measure of coherence
introduced so far is expressible in terms of the statistics
P (φ) of the coherence observable Φ. In particular, this
must be the case of the Hilbert-Schmidt coherence

CHS =

N
∑

j 6=k=1

|〈j|ρ|k〉|2 . (17)

Theorem.- The Hilbert-Schmidt measure of coherence
(17) is given by the Rényi entropy of the coherence ob-
servable Φ [12]:

∫

2π

dφP 2(φ) = 1 + CHS . (18)

Proof.- The demonstration follows form the equality

P 2(φ) =

N
∑

j,k,ℓ,m=1

ei(φk−φj+φm−φℓ)〈j|ρ|k〉〈ℓ|ρ|m〉, (19)

where there are only two types of nonvanishing terms.
The first one holds for

k = j, m = ℓ, (20)
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leading to the contribution

N
∑

j,ℓ=1

〈j|ρ|j〉〈ℓ|ρ|ℓ〉 = 1. (21)

The second type holds for

k = ℓ, m = j, (22)

excluding the case k = j already included in the first
case, leading to the contribution

N
∑

j 6=k=1

〈j|ρ|k〉〈k|ρ|j〉 =
N
∑

j 6=k=1

|〈j|ρ|k〉|2 = CHS . (23)

So, Eqs. (19), (21) and (23) lead to (18). �

Coherence/nonclassicality and resolution

The Hilbert-Schmidt coherence-measure is one of many
abstract possibilities that puts the same weight on all co-
herence terms (1). But in real practical applications of
coherence, such as quantum metrology, not all coherence
terms will contribute equally. So that the relation be-
tween coherence and metrological resolution may be clear
and definite, although not expressible directly in terms
of standard coherence measures as (17). Let us dwell on
this point by means of some examples. Throughout we
consider that some signal λ is imprinted on the field state
ρ by means of the unitary transformation

U(λ) = e−iλg, g =

N
∑

j=1

j|j〉〈j|. (24)

Wiener-Kintchine theorem.– After Eq. (24) there is a
clear definite relation between the phase shifts experi-
enced by all phases φj . So all the information about
the signal can be more simply obtained considering a
marginal version of the POVM ∆(φ) obtained after the
following constraints on the phase-coherence variables

φj = jφ, (25)

which is is equivalent to consider the observable POVM

∆(φ) =
1

2π
|φ〉〈φ|, (26)

where |φ〉 is derived from (8) after the constraints (25),
so that

|φ〉 =
N
∑

j=1

eijφ|j〉. (27)

Naturally, the so defined single-phase POVM ∆(φ) in-
herits the covariance of the original multi-phase POVM
∆(φ) in the form

U †(λ)∆(φ)U(λ) = ∆(φ+ λ). (28)

This is an example of quantum ruler as introduced in Ref.
[13] so we can apply the quantum Wiener-Kintchine the-
orem establishing a quite direct link between resolution
and quantum coherence in the form [13]

∆2λ =
1

2
√
π
∫

dφP 2(φ)
, (29)

where

P (φ) =
1

2π

N
∑

j,k=1

〈j|ρ|k〉ei(k−j)φ =

N
∑

τ=−N

Γ(τ)e−iτφ, (30)

where τ is integer and Γ(τ) is the mutual coherence func-
tion

Γ(τ) =
1

2π

N
∑

j=1

〈j + τ |ρ|j〉, (31)

and it is understood that |k〉 vanishes if the index k is out
of the range k = 1, 2, . . . , N . This can be also expressed
as

Γ(τ) = tr (ρEτ ) , (32)

where E is the analog Susskind-Glogower exponential-of-
phase operator [14], this is

E =

N
∑

j=1

|j〉〈j + 1|, (33)

and Eτ for τ < 0 means (E†)|τ |. This agrees with some
previous works formulating coherence as phase statistics
[9].
Using Eq. (30) we get that

∫

dφP 2(φ) = 2π
N
∑

τ=−N

|Γ(τ)|2, (34)

which from the perspective of the Wiener-Kintchine clas-
sical coherence theorem can be regarded as a measure of
the coherence time as the area under the coherence func-
tion |Γ(τ)| normalized so that |Γ(τ = 0)| = 1/(2π). We
have that lesser coherence time means lesser area and vice
versa. Note also that at difference with other measures
of coherence this depends on the phases of the coherences
(1) as well as on their modulus.

Beyond this coherence-resolution theory, in general
there is a lack of direct relation of resolution with the
coherence measures introduced so far, including some of
the recently introduced in terms of Fisher information
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rigorously respecting resource theories [15]. This is be-
cause of the factors gj for the most general generator we
have

U(λ) = e−iλg, g =

N
∑

j=1

gj |j〉〈j|, (35)

and no theory based just on the coherence terms (1) takes
into account the particular factors gj, unless they are
more or less trivial as in Eq. (24).

Statistical distance.– We can measure the resolution of a
signal-detection scheme by the effect of the signal on the
measured statistics, for example in terms of a Hilbert-
Schmidt distance

d2HS =
∑

µ

[pµ(λ)− pµ(λ = 0)]2 , (36)

where pµ(λ) is the statistics of the measurement de-
scribed by some POVM ∆(µ), and µ are its outcomes.
For small enough signal λ this scales as

d2HS ≃ λ2
∑

µ

p′2µ , p′µ =
d

dλ
pµ(λ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=0

, (37)

which leads to

p′µ = i

N
∑

j 6=k=1

(gk − gj) 〈j|ρ|k〉〈k|∆(µ)|j〉. (38)

We can appreciate that this is a valid measure of reso-
lution directly expressible just in terms of the coherence
terms (1) that does not depend on the diagonal matrix
elements (2). Moreover, dHS clearly includes the contri-
bution of the coherences of the detector, in a similar way
we found in the quantum Wiener-Kintchine theorem in
Ref. [13].

Furthermore, using standard variance-based uncer-
tainty relations applied to the infinitesimal generator g
in Eq. (35) leads to the following bound

4∆2g ≥
∑

µ p
′2
µ

η −
∑

µ p
2
µ

, (39)

where ∆2g is the variance of the infinitesimal generator
g on the probe state, while the factor η comes for the
following assumption regarding the measurement POVM,
[∆(µ)]2 = η∆(µ).
We can see that the right-hand side is a kind of

signal/noise resolution measure. In the numerator we
have essentially the statistical distance dHS between the
signal-transformed and original probability distributions
in Eq. (37). In the denominator there is essentially the
uncertainty of the original probability distribution mea-
sured in terms of a Renyi entropy [12]. Finally, the upper

bound in the left-hand side is also clearly recognizable as
the quantum Fisher information.

Density-matrix distance.– We may consider as well an in-
trinsic resolution measure similar to Eq. (36) that com-
pares density matrices instead of probabilities [16]

D2
HS = tr [ρ(λ)− ρ(λ = 0)]

2
, (40)

where

ρ(λ) = U(λ)ρ(λ = 0)U †(λ), (41)

and U(λ) is in Eq. (35). Again, for small enough signal
this scales as

D2
HS ≃ −λ2tr

(

[ρ, g]2
)

, (42)

where simply ρ = ρ(λ = 0) which leads to

D2
HS ≃ λ2

N
∑

j 6=k=1

(gk − gj)
2 |〈j|ρ|k〉|2 (43)

depending just on the coherence terms (1) being inde-
pendent of the diagonal matrix elements (2).

Conclusions

We have elaborated a simple and complete equivalence
between nonclassicality and coherence in terms of basic
and universal concepts, beyond particular measures and
assessments of these magnitudes. We have shown that
they are one and the same concept.
Moreover this fully determines a basic application of

coherence as it is metrological resolution. Deep down,
this was actually the origin of coherence as introduced
in classical optics to properly account for interferometric
visibility.
In this regard, we have also translated to the quantum

domain the classic intuition regarding partial coherence
in classical optics as the result of phase fluctuations. This
also confirms a basic intuition regarding coherence as the
actual source of quantum phenomena.
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A. Lukš, J. Peřina, Phase in Optics (World Scientific,
Singapore 1998).

[15] L. Li, Q.-W. Wang, S.-Q. Shen, and M. Li, Quantum co-
herence measures based on Fisher information with ap-
plications,Phys. Rev. A 103, 012401 (2021).

[16] A. Rivas and A. Luis, Intrinsic metrological resolution as
a distance measure and nonclassical light, Phys. Rev. A
77, 063813 (2008).

http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.07680
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.03223

